Introduction
'We the peoples of the United Nations determine... to reaffirm faith… in the equal rights of... nations large and small'.
1 The United Nations organisation has, since inception, been predicated on equal respect for nations large and small. cyclical process of universal periodic review, every state is considered by the Human Rights Council every four or five years. The same process and the same standard theoretically apply to all nations. This short article seeks to evaluate the efficacy of the 'large and small' rhetoric by comparing the universal periodic review experiences of the People's Republic of China including the Hong Kong and Macao Special Autonomous regions (hereafter 'China') and Nauru, examples of the largest and smallest UN member states. 7 The universal periodic review procedure will be discussed, the experiences of Nauru and China thereunder will then be examined (based primarily on the review documentation) before some conclusions on the equality of those experiences are presented.
The Universal Periodic Review
In 2006, the Human Rights Council 8 assumed much of the work of the then discredited 9 Commission on Human Rights. As a distinct body within the United Nations, with the present five year review determining whether the Council will become a full UN Council alongside the Economic and Social Council and the Security Council, 10 the Human Rights Council is undoubtedly established as a higher level entity than the Commission, a functional commission of the Economic and Social Council, 11 which it replaces. The Council began operation shortly after the Commission was disbanded, with forty-seven states elected to the first membership (by ballot in light of publication of their human rights' pledges). These states
